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LL LOANS — Acceptance of | 
imbursement For Suit Costs 
fore Entry of Judgment Vio- 
es Provisions of Small Loan 
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Wife Gets Allotment 
Despite Conduct 
Is Entitled To Allowance As Long 


As She Remains His Wife 
In Eyes Of Law 





A soldier's 











| Bar 


Employees Trusts Under 
The Law, As Amended 





By Samuel J. Foosaner* 

That upon a first reading of 
the provisions pertaining to em- 
ployees’ trusts, as contained in 
the Revenue Act of 1942, anyone 
is apt to emerge with a maze of 
confused thoughts, constitutes 
both foregone and accepted 
conclusion. That these provisions 
are complicated and difficult to 


a 


grasp in the phraseology set 
down, is rather generally ad-| 
mitted by those familiar with} 
Federal tax law. Those same in- 
dividuals, however, are equally 
as inclined to agree that the 
clauses now controlling, when 
broken down bit by bit, and 
analyzed phrase by phrase in 
light of existing decisions and} 
rulings, offer for the first time 
sufficient detail to permit the 
lawyer to advise his client on 
some of the finer points of the 
law with a new feeling of secur- 
ity. Today, when a spec ic ques- 
tion is posed by the client, his} 
attorney is capable of resorting 
to the Internal Revenue Code as 
amended, and rendering a rea- 
onably accurate and depend- 
able opinion. True, counsel will 
have to be guided by such Regu- 
lations and Rulings as are 
promulgated, but the fact still 
remains that there is enough by 


way of definite sion in the 


expres 





Plan Bar’s Contribution In 
Manpower Problems 


Four-Point Program If Aid Is 


Drafted By National Bar and 
Given WMC Approval 
Washin ton (CCNS) Chal- 
lenging opportunities for co- 
peration In meeting vitai man- 
power requirements of the war 
effort are presented to the coun-| 
try’s lawyrs and Bar organiza- 
tions, according to the American 


Association’s committee on 


co-ordination and direction of 
war effort 

In a ‘Manpower Bulle 
issued in connection with the 


committee’s War Letter, George 


Maurice Morris, Washington, 





president of the association, 
calls on state and local Bar 
organizations to take part in a 
four-point program worked out 
with the approval and support 
of the War Manpower Com- 
mission 

Reference Service 

First measure on the program 
is to set up, wherever it would 
be eful, a lawyers’ referenc: 
service through which the legal 
needs be met of those large 
jnumbers of workers who must 
|be transferred from one com- 
munity to another. 

The reference service, says the 
bulletin, should be planned to 
function as an office to which 
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2 supporting her,” it was he 
D Bani however, produced testimony | é 
we ye ; here by Vice Chancellor John O 
hat the check was accepted} B . 
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n peice ; “| that the check be applied on the| receiving $135 a month with the 
© 54 80 account as a partial payment.| allotment and salary she is earn- 
| ne $t.00 } > j 
nes The acceptance of the check did| ing. 
7 . d covery | NOt Operate as an accord | These strange circumstances 
s . d 4 ending H f the defendant did]|were pointed out in an opinion 
7 ee oe anne S yunterclaim and/by Vice Chancellor Bigelow in 
a ep l i . ss 7 
>t ; he | Sl Id have received judgment|/denying an application by As- 
4 r} ye a hereo pinall to restrain his wife from | 
Reversed without costs and re- | collecting the allotment 
directs harge ded. The Aspinalls separated last 
ceived exam- - = = | Februai He was inducted in 
: , ee ee ee | May. He collected his $50 pay for 
14 : : . ar eee ee nS ynths. In December he was 
.- Two Bills For Control rmed his wife had applied 
F dependency allotment re- 
we! Over Boards Offered apenas ae 
entri e to June 1 and at 
P . : there was no money for him. He 
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| a Panag “peer igi nese, introduced | Revised Statutes of 1937 of New 
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an Suave uel Be “ s (H. J. Res. 66), would! +. the Register of Deeds of any 
feting of the Minds. ect 1 int congressional . vr 3 
x . sig ( before accepting deed 
Acceptance of Check En- tee on administrative re- edi ee aehail te 
” 3 wr I railing O Nay serve in 
* . . tle . 1+ mbher rom ae} ‘ . . 
teed “In Full Settlement is P Eight embers from each] 43g qgeed to be recorded: the 
idence of an Accord But is|},))< d constitute this com- | ~ = | 
: = 5 ; Stree id house number, and 
t Conclusive. mittee. which would have au- house imber, the names 
: : : I ) CAA € ail rule and of the Stree yr Ave or Rural | 
on t . ( Plai ecul ssued by a execu-|, — f , all | 
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. ae The Register of Hudson Coun- 
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+ r -or P , ‘ qu Ss tne ‘oO-Operation Ol ali 
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established an accord 
sfaction 








(Continued on page 7, col. 
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CHARLES C. COLGAN, 
Deputy Register. 





the U. S. Employment Service 
may refer workers in need of} 
egal assistance, both those who 
are about to leave and must 


wind up their affairs and those 


who have but recently arrived. 
Since most of the persons thus 
served would be employed, few 


of them would be legal aid 


clients. 


(Continued on page 7, col. 3) 





1942 Act itself to guidingly light 


the way to the creation of 
acceptable pension plans, cap- 
able of withstanding ~ future 


Treasury Department challenges. 

The same statement cannot be 
dogmatically made with respect 
to all of the plans which have 
been placed in force in the last 
several years. Most regrettably, 
|it must be recognized that cor- 
| ners have been sharply cut. 
There have been many doubtful 
questions, and in more thas ‘one 
instance these have been over- 
ridden imprudently and in 





| 
| 
| 


| 
|}employer 


| dicament. 


rough-shod fashion. Thought of 


as an ingenious income tax say- 
ing scheme and established with 
ithis idea as its primary motive 


many a plan has led its creating 
into a precarious pre- 
With such plans, 


/Uncle Sam will catch up when 


ihe 


is not quite so under-manned. 


|Perhaps it will be in 1944, per- 
|} haps in 1945, but of this we may 
be sure, he will catch up. 





GOOD PLANS ENCOURAGED 
The Government encourages 
bona fide oe, plans. Al- 


though it will look with disfavor 
ipon wretch which were 
or are created merely for in- 
come tax avoidance purposes, it 
will foster in every way that it 
reasonably can, meritorious 
rusts. No stronger proof of this 
ict can be found than that 
which is contained in the pro- 
isions of the 1942 Revenue Act 
ft 
With the enactment of his 
Act on October 21, 1942, the en- 
j tire question of employees’ 
jtru vas given a newly stressed 
ignificance. The law has been 
liberalized to a point where pen- 


|sion, stock-bonus, profit-sharing 
ind annuity plans in one form or 
nother are likely to now en- 
Oy a position ol import ance in 
the industrial field that even the 
most optimistic advocates of 
uch plans would ot permit 
themselve to contemplate but 
a few months ago. The year 1943 
will see a new impetus given to 
| the entire subject of employees’ 
Y =f 
If we were to look to the con- 
ributing reasons for this rela- 
tively sudden prominence into 
which pension plans will now 
find themselves, we would prob- 
ably conclude that among the 
more noteworthy factors are: 
‘l1) The inclination of em- 
ployers to grant benefits to em- 
ployees at a time when company 
come is at its highe peak 
2: The employe desire to 


and 


among 


better 
cooperation 


imulate morale 
mum 

from hi 

(3) The desire of th 
to take advantage of 
deductior afforded 


ns 


maxX 


and employees 


e employer 
tax 
the 


income 
under 
iaw 

(4) The trend to properly pro- 
vide for older employees at basic 





retirement ages, and certainly 

not of the least importance, 
(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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Disputes of Fact. 
Supreme 


New Jersey 
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Respondent 
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S pecializing in the Execution of 





Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK 
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TS OF RECENT made to the children. The ques-|which he had brought along. | NAZI DECREE NOT RECOGNIZED HERE 
ONS 1 is whether the bonds are| While loading the coal, a truck 

property of the children or/owned by defendant Keil and Refugee Had Been Required to,a German refugee. $20.000 in 
lesigna: of decedents estate. operated by defendant Keller ail , we all ; 
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: gang ] k as as | G6 of the owner the named |righ striking plaintiff and|complainant to the general con- pea apse ee 
Mz Cc bene shall be the sole and|throwine him down | trac tor since he was a German national, 
be eviden eve abs r of the bond The | The jury found for the de-| Complainant now seeks to re- mn ne — wellicees a . 
ed ‘4 dant aken | Federal s and obligations are|fendant driver and truck owner | strain the defendant from using the ntnrnggendl Pyyry - = 
ri he date em nd car yt DE varied | and against the coal yard own- | this document on the ground it the bank magn face “a nag 
b} ite Thus under the act/ers. This defendant appeals al-|was given to the general con-|/%0m that government after the 
n i I reas regulations, the | legj error refusal to non | tractor solely to expedite col- war. 
di be C hildren became é le ners}suit and direct verdict on the] lection from the Board of Edu-|In Invaded Territory 
¢ 4 bonds lground of as umption of risk|cation and was in nowise to ef- On the other hand, Neumark’s 
a ‘ I F her, the bonds € essen-)and lack of proof of negligence] fect the debt from the genera]|attorneys argued the decree 
op Tl idi- | t4444) ts to pay a CON-|and also on the ground of con- contractor to complainant. It is ordering the offer of sale was 
G d re- g pé 1 third party /tributorv negligence |well settled that this court has| invalid in the invaded Grand 
) 4 ang ( ing party dies be-|] As assumption of risk, de-| jurisdiction to restrain the use| Duchy of Luxemburg and that 
a , o | fore » fixed | 1 laintiff assumed | of a document purporting on its}the document was not binding 
|Such contracts are vé maining where he|face to have a legal effect other} because it was signed under 
v é betwe ndividuals re appears than that intended by the par- | duress. They further pointed out 
mentary there as enough space for the | ties where no outside equities that the same German govern- 
c The bonds be 1e in-|truck to pass and that the truck | intervene ment had deprived Meumare of 
at D idi did in f: ict pass not only plaintiff | Defendant contends complain- his German citizenship by de- 
act ing makin —— but also the sled in entering],, estopped from denying | °Te because he is a —_ 7 
" ASSUMPTION OF RISK — As-|/ypon the scale. In the normal | +), release in that because of| “2 nd,” Justice Levy declared, 
did sumption of Risk Does Not In- yurse he ould not have been | th, vebeans Gefeniunt tae tent “that because a state of wae 
clude Untoward Abnormal] injured. He did not. as a mat- ® right of subrogation to col-|¢°*ists between the United States 
——— Events. te) assume the risk liect from the Board of Educa-|2"4 the present German gov- 
Gang MpS—U. S. Savings Bonds Is- | NEGLIGENCE — Held Presence As to ne gence and contrib- | 4j5) _which right it would other- | C?™™ment, any —_ made ghia 
0 Ferm fed to A Payable on Death to of Snow, Slush and Coal in En-| ut negligence these NCTE | wise have had. latter government are null an 
of Kes @ Become the Property of B trance to Defendant’s Proper- | questions of fact props for the To constitute an estoppel, the vee 
If Conw@§ Sole Owner on A’s Death. ty Presented Question for Jury | jury. The defenda: Ss invitor lperson claiming it must have 
Ne Jerse as to Negligence in Mainten- ed the dut of reaso} able |» cted or refrained from acting Promotion Hereafter 
‘arrier Frankli W ance of Property. ure 2 the S fety of it -! because of the act of the part) To Be Less Rapid 
ing Re N Jersey S eme Coul — Whethe . oat = weamea be estopped. No such circum- piel 
rovide Quirin K GI Plaintiff-Appellee os pores y ae 2 N = Mi nes tance here present. Defend- Washington, (CCNS) Attor- 
to Its + Det Ge oe F oma Inc., De- | U “ ne ) _ -_ e “ ant did not even know of. the neys who have counted on rapid 
| See eee Aer ees il yo ‘aa ‘ ane! lease and certainly did }>romotions in the Government 
e ¢ . . ° = ataaeal re , ee iy “ i ke “7 si reliance upon a rvice now will do well to think 
Al - F ‘a em ” : "ex | As to the contention that com- | twice 
len el a Pudner Affirmed } | plai caused defendant to] jt js true that promotions for 
) - | oo gpa vein ain : | lose a right of subrogation this}some lawyers have been ex- 
S ¥ . é E : : le 9 Al ah Se ale ne erent —_ ce ratioageetes atu cray ln age Fg he " Camelia 
; n S. At Wortendvke. Re I. Wor- cery Has Jurisdiction to En | oat eee gyes gic gy Ri ae ade we hs " as senses — 
site tin N N. Y dvke. Ji join the Use of a Document} a car ja ‘a pr. Pat cae nS peer means . 1a | salted ie ee sta 
C Brog e.2 For a Purpose For Which ys Pe re be gp hog ni mann nang O be | ” the 
phi Bi n -| Plaintiff we defenda! Was Neither Designed nor In-)\ padi onsen ae ey mA id future. Here is whe form a 
ed St Saving al rd to bu tended. i os a tilt magge ee coulc 1. In order to be eligible for a 
hi 1937 and 1939 her c He was concededly an | ESTOPPEL — To Constitute ee pan pce pes promotion of —- — ye 
ws ) 194] ! toppel, Person Asserting I spre Pat ben Fae -reepinet ergy mus gp : pie 
- h le the | t: é Must Have Acted or Refrain-| seeieeneagpier get ant Apne pdiige least six mone is in oe a 
hanged a reis- é ed From Acting In Reliance _ — . mr sya of pose garter federal job, or one of equivalent 
id é Upon Some Act of the nea (REO defendant could oe . . tesa 
ble on] righ son Claimed to be Estopped. : saciials 2. In order to be eligible for 
r A decree will be advised for]$600 or more, he must have 
“e +} : ye Chancery of New Jersey the complainant. served at least a year. 
halt he aé ween Brooks Wright, Inc., a ——— ~-— 
»} — Aft 5 arin ord corporation of the State of ee eee 
on Beltram died in 1942.|/the plain ff r eeded te —a5 Neé Jersey, Complainant, and 
‘y et ere cats eee iia. sesalihees . ee Maryland Casualty Company, 
corporation, et al, Defend- CARTERET SAVINGS 
PS ong 
€ 
.d February 1, 1943 : AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
Fo compialnant Pete Coh 
’ Sam Mendelsohn of counsel Wj h T R ° ; 
rir ¢ I AY Bi " b For defendants: Coult, Satz ishes Lo Remind Its Friends 
LE ENSURANCE teens Gouk. Seca Ciel aa of the New Jersey Bar 
Vv — Cc 1sel " 
in New Jersey Lewis, V. ¢ That Its Shares 
- . Cr plainar as subcon- Are Legal 
¢ r \y , , ntrac for the 
* This Company, operating throughout tas bs =m ee sie 1 oe For 
the State of New Jersey. is engaged solely in eee was surety on Trust Funds 
in the insurance of titles to real estate. the bond furnished by the gen- ° 
Te : F . era contractor guaranteeing 
Oo attorneys it offers a prompt. completion of the building and CURRENT DIVIDEND 
7 competent and cooperative service in payment of all sub contractors’ % 
examining, insuring and closing titles. claims 3 ° 
On July 11, 1940 complainant ANNUALLY 
Largest and most complete title had completed its work and the 
plant in Neu Jersey building was accepted by the ¢ 
oard of Education. At that time 
— N j | , >» R E ny a ai iim a 866 Broad Street Newark, N. J. 
7 EW . ERSEY EALTY balance of $3,000. The general 
TITLE INSURANCE Co. contractor having gone bank- 
PERSE rupt, complainant instituted an nei 
ei 830 BROAD ST. « NEWARK, N. J. action at ae against defendant Resources Over Ten Million Dollars 
—_ : for the $3,000. Defendant set up 
ee as a defense a document pur- 
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NEW JERSEY LAWYERS AND THE 
AMERICAN JUDICATURE SOCIETY 


Every lawver at some stage in h ireer | che 

ideals about his profession and about the administration of tice 
If this attitude is 
is carried on in ¢ 
the 
the 


not sustained tor 1on 1 Mm t L be 


reasons ides of ill l tice and 
varving ensie re! n noral hore 
To 


escaped the deadly dimmu f ] rofession leals, the Ameri 


the lawye! 


can Judicature Society and its adn ble J fT d 
tangible support, inspirati ‘ 1 media 
mation on subjects \ T 
A. J. S. has a simply stated, forthright object To Pi te T 
Efficient Administra J 
Neither simple nor forthright have bee t ‘ d 
opposition to many of the self-evident truth 
for which American Judicature S ety hi gS. 2 
such opposition in which lack rm 
part olf large segments of the bar play prominent parts, t S 
has seen many of its pro} 
lished and now generally 
These fine s] é 
Society's estimable ind i i 
to a rela eiv small imbd 1 
stituted its embe! 2 \ 
Judicature S s i ( s 
spirited and leadi ( L 
It is ve regretted t Ne Jers 
mien is ) expec tec Ss \ S 


eleventh in number f An ‘ B 


Jersey is seventeenth in 2 be. A. J.S 
Judicature § ty membe1 r every 110 law k 47 
this respect. ahead New York s 7 
In Nevada one $ De 2 
lawvers el: 1 J S 
The figures St 
element of the bar which is st terested s 
movements as the A. J.S ) I $ 
densely populated states th: nall states such as D 
Nevada where it can al most be said that every lawvers k 
other lawyer. This sl d 5 
States cann t do be M Ss F S 
latio and is tent] ot S C 
American Bar Associ ers. I k 
Support of the American Judicature Societ 
every 17 lawyers. On the sams New Jers i 
460 members instead of 71. Michiga f course, may be credited 
with a spe el Socie since s offices 
state. However, Miss her large stat 
more lawye! han M h almos Ss good 


Judicature Society member to 19.7 lawvers 


has its fair share of judges and lawvers who st I 
measure OI those once-cherished ideals about the $s 
These would find they have much in common with the Am un 
Judicature Society and its Journal Surely there are more than 





71 such members of the bar in New Jersey 
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tions by both employer and em- 
ployee, the employee over a per- 
iod of years contributed a total 












































—— 
ployees Trusts benefit of his employees or|that increased compensation of $2,000. Let us further assume the said distribution on a long 
their beneficiaries; would mean tremendously in-|that upon attaining the basic] term capital gain basis. The re- 
" poner Seen een 2) | The fie cs gr with regard] creased taxes during the taxable|retirement age of 65, provided|sult in this case would be that 
g 7 = }to the number of employees to|year when received. Under the}under the plan, that employee|the maximum tax to which the 
The degree to which the|be incl luded under an employ-|deferred compensation plan, on|receives the sum of $500 a year|employee would be subjected on 
Revenue Law elaborat tes | ees trust in order to enable it to|the other hand, even though/for ten years. This makes the] the $1,000 so received would be 
ré d to pension plans qualify, has been changed by | they knew they would be re- emplayee’s total retiremnt bene- 25% of $600 (the amount re- 
PLOYEES’ TRUSTS the new Revenue Act. Whereas|quired to report the sums paid|fits $5,000.. His cost for those|ceived in excess of his contri- 
SSIFIED Section 165 of the Internal Rev-|as income during the years it| benefits would be $2,000 (the tot_| butions). 
' 165 of the Interna ie Code before being amended | was received by them, they also|al of the contributions made by There have been, and unques- 
Code, relating to the|provided that a trust forming a/foresaw that their respective| him). Resorting now to the an-|tionably will be many proposed 
allowed r income |} part of a stock bonus, pension or] total incomes would be so much] nuity law as provided under the] plans which will be held by the 
es, refers to a | profit-sharing plan of an em-jless in these years that great|Internal Revenue Code, this em-}Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
art of a stock bonus,| ployer is qualified under the law|tax savings could be made, Not|ployee would report annually as} enue not to be exempt under the 
profit-sharing pla f it was created “for the exclu-|only that, possibly even more|income 3% of the total cost of|law. In such cases the contri- 
n y this se the e benefit of some or all of his|}inducing to the creation of this|the benefits to him, or 3% of the| butions made on behalf of a 
1942 Revenue Act| employees by virtue of the -named employees’ trust was/$2,000 he expended, amounting|given employee in the taxable 
Employers are al-|change in the 1942 Act a fixed|the fact that the law afforded|to $60. Since this employee will| year for which the trust is so 
lesignate veral pen-|minimum number of employees|an appreciable saving in income|be receiving $500 a year, and|declared to be non-exempt must 
bonus, profit-sharing,| must be included under the plan.| taxes to the corporation itself. |since he will only be annually| be included in the gross income 
trusts and plans as|Under the third requirement But the exemption granted to|reporting $60 of this sum as in-| of that employee for that taxable 
g parts plan |} the Law w provides that 70 employees’ trusts under Section|come, he will be excluding $440}year. There is one condition 
8 der Code S yr ! re o all th e employees, or|165 was not meant to provide a]annually from the total sum re-| Which must be observed in con- 
E of I terms em-/|80 r more of a he employees | sma! ax avoidance scheme for| ceived. When the exclusions so| nection with the foregoing state- 
the la lage of the] who are ible be inder | high-salaried, stock controlling|made total the cost to the em-| ment, however, and that is that 
be distinguished from/|the pla: 70 yy more are|executives. It was not made a|ployee (in this case $2,000) then] the requirement for the em- 
There are, however,| eligible, must be cluded. This,| part of the Code to serve as dis-| the full sums received thereafter] Ployee to include the contri- 
haracte! effect, means tha here 56 criminatory class legislation.}as annual benefits will comprise | bUtions in his gross income shall 
the ri es of |of the eligible employees are in-| Possi the words “some or all|income in the hands of the em-| be subject to his beneficial in- 
imerated. Genera uded ier the pla t will|of the employees” were imprud-| ployee bt will be reportable as| terest in such contribution being 
ve find ! rre- | qualif s does t mean that| ently chosen. Whether this be so|such. In this particular case, it|0n-forfeitable at the time that 
the type of trust cre-|56% of ail the employees of the|or not, however, the fact re-|is immediately apparent that|it was made. 
ax exemption will be need be included. In|mains that the whole history of|after less than five years have DEDUCTIONS BY EMPLOYER 
inder the aw as contra s likely to be/industrial pension plans refutes|/elapsed, the employee will be Undoubtedly one of the most 
only tnhoseé ASE nce the law specifically; the principal of cornering bene- | Fequires to report the full sum of attractive aspects to an employer 
r be! ts are to a le u at the pla — ex- | fits 1 a x vie +s 7 jo ! the hase a peste pe a in contemplating the creation of 
of the or) cli those persons who havej|corporation. So that there be no/in 1e taxable year when re-|, wae vanes k . or 
ieficiarie a not been employed for a period | question regarding the Congres- | | ceived ee cae pb of 
of employees must be] exceeding five years, thos« pe r- | sional position in the manner, In the case where the em-|the tax saving features entailed. 
id inder the plan. Third: |sons whose customary employ-|the 1942 Act specifically provides | ployee or other distributee| were it not for the fact that the 
ation in favor of cer-|ment is not more than twenty|that to qualify, an employees’ | ms ikes no contribution whatever | employer might be able to effect 
e employe must be/hours in any one eek, and/trust must ot be discrimina- | to the trust forming a part of] substantial income tax savings 
d And, fina inder|those persons whose customar 01 n favor of employees wh0O| the plan, the full amounts made|through the deductions permit- 
instrument must be|employment does not exceed five are officers, shareholders, per-| available or distributed to such} ted under the law, a very large 
to divert, at anytime| months in any calendar year. In| so whose principal duties Con-|employee or other distributee percentage of the plans initiated 
he satisfact ( all} light of these exclusions, a com-| sis supervising the work of lore re portable as income in the| would never come into being. 
ties respect to | pa employing 400 men co ild | othe: employee or higniy COM-| taxable year in which so made As previously suggested, Con- 
vee I Ne pene . ‘reate a quail g employees’ | pé ated employees | available or distributed. Thus, by | gressional intent encourages the 
yart o he rpu I te ist Denenitinge bu 84 en ploy- The foregolns é yuage does virtue of this provision, if our establishment of em p lo yees 
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eficiarie 200 have bee with the/tor f because certain €M-|jno a part of the plan, when he Is timulating of pension, stock 
CIFIC REQUIREMENTS ym pal )} ore than five|ployees are excluded from it.|pegan to receive the $500 a year: bonus or profit-sharing plans is 
the requirements _| years, and of tl imber 50 are} The plan ! be limited sal-| he would be required to annual-| likely to result in the shifting of 
the law pri ) the | Part-time employees, working five| aried and clerical employees and)jy report this entire sum as in-|certain social burdens from the 
of the 1942 Revenue|™Months or less per year, this|still qualif Th ere is absolutely | come Government to the employer, 
n substant he | Would leave o 150 ¢ ble em-j|no_ prohibition against the iM- | where life insurance comprises | Congress proceeds in the matter 
erall hese « ern|Ployees. Subject to meeting all|clusion of top officials or high-| part of a pension plan, to the} 0f permitting income tax de- 
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de to the trust by such em- | yon_pIsCRIMINATION a te | quired to treat as income the} Provision, it will have to step in 
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empl id their]. e exclusive _ be sf fit of|. mend sa aoinard a . pr i ard | ceeds the amount of his contri- wining — ps a4 what comer 
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lass palbacanenans el GQ Ké I aon a We U r . ed nde the plan, continued his employment with Supreme and U,. 8S. District 
t a large sums to accrue th, 1w provides that the em- | 2 company and received a total JUDGMENT SEARCHING 
MAX EPSTEIN to. the idual benefits in| tovee or other distribute shall| ‘stribution of $1,000 from a plan|| AND. ABSTRACTING. 
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standing. distributee shall use as a basis 
EARCHES in New Jersey Supreme and United States for his cost of the total benefits FRANKLIN 
FORMATION and forms in any of the departments at ee ee ee 
Jil ak ALC y ai a ahh 
Trenton. i contributions Thus, let us MORTGAGE _ TITLE 
STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT co. jassume that under a pension GUARANTY co. 
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Atlantic Sup. and Cir Hon. Albert E. Burling Every Friday Wil Dr. J. E. . Cam ack 
Bergen Sup and Cir Hon. John C. Barbour Eugene H. Jorel 205 110 Friday, February 19th James W. Mercer Robert S. Tipping 
Com. Pleas Hon. Walter W. Weber Fred Hillers 94 83 Friday, March 5th 
Burlington Sup. and Cir Hon. Samuel M. Shay Palmer L. Adams Fridays at Camden Palmer L. Adams Raymond John on 
Camden Sup. and Cir Hon. V. Claude Palmer Joseph E. Halpin Every Friday Frank J. Suttill John F. Gorman 
Cape May Sup. and Cit Hon. Albert E. Burling Stirling W. Cole Fridays at Atlantic City Stirling W. Cole T Mulford St. ven 
Cumberland Sup and Cit Hon. Samuel M. Shay Earl M. Wescoat 15 5 Fridays at Camden Ear! M. Wescoat Everett P. ‘Ayaz : 
Com. Plea Hon. W. Howard Sharp 15 5 Fridays at Bridgeton 
Essex Sup. and Cit Hon. William A. Smith John F. O’Brien Russell C. ‘Gates George H. Bec oe 
Hon Joseph L. Smith Arthur M. Goldbaum 
Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey Anthony Gmeiner 364 700 Thursday, Febru llt 
Com. Plea Hon. Walter D. Var James Fox 24 I5 Every Friday 
Gloucester Sup. and Cis Hon. Samuel M. Shay R. Edward Klaisz Fri days at ‘Camden R. Edward Klaisz Frederick Simmer 
Hudson ip. and Cir . = . Lo iss De Forge 240 201 Eve F Sin. 3. McGovern 
7 I uw AE Thomas J. Gillen 138 135 
ai I 7 trow 
Com, Plea H Lewis B. } ‘ Kell 22 24 E F 
H A and 
Hunterdon Sup. and Ci _ Hon. A. Dayton Oliphant James J. Moonan oa _ B. N. Carter, Jr Zeph C. Drur 
Merce! Sup. and ¢ Hon. A. D Ol t P. Hu nso F F ] Chas. P. Hutchinson Mark O. Kimberlirg 
Middlesex Suy n 1 Ci Hen. A. Daye Oliphant William J. White 40 40 Edward J Patten William A. Allgair 
Com. Plea i tesmmmee * Matteton Aldona Appleton 26 86 Every Friday 
Monmouth Sup. and ( Hon tobert V. Kinkead W 1 Ulrich y 136 F _M th J. Russell Woolley John T. Lawl 
Com. Ple Hon. John C. Giordano 28 403 VE Thur. atl P.M 
Morris Sup. and Hon. J C. Bart am Mot E. Bertram Mott Harry V. Gobe 
Ocean Sur 1 ¢ Ho ( e Pa ; M. Price John A. Ernst Lewis Menninger 
Passaic Su i ¢ Joseph G. Wolber ’ 26 Frida Lloyd B. Marsh Wm. i. tiene 
! t h A. Delaney 1 O'R 
( Pl I tH 4 Is S mere 4 39 E y Frida 
Saler Su i fon. S 1 M. Shay N r P. Ballinger Fridays at Camden Walter P. Ballinger Hubert P. Layton 
Somers¢ Ss ( Hon. J C.B ur W K. Crater ir. 29th F F Walter K. Crater John H. Veghte 
Sussex Su i Wa ‘ Art L. Wilcox _ ridays at Paterson Arthur L. Wilcox Russell Van Atta 
Union Sup. and ¢ Hon. Frank L. Cleary A I t Clerk } Henry G. Nulton Charles E. Ayres 
Com. Pk Walter L. He Ill John D. McCarthy j very Friday 
Warren Su i ( Ww I g Reese 7 Ramsey Reese Clark C. Wille er 
Ilo ph G. W 
COURT NOTES |hear Supreme Court motions on| Employees Trusts 
Sot } Maret ‘+I, + the | | 
cia Saturday, March 6th | CLASSIFIED 
‘ Mond Court a11¢0e ‘lizabet} 
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os . r wie eam a Ce in I " 7 2 * ‘ 
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A.M Mond ; ¥ : z ? SERVICES FOR LAWY 
. ‘ Cc i near Su me Court motions on re | ) give é ) cel 
Burlington County ; suites , ; Tuesd February 23rd 1e/tain ded s today, if he will N. Y. ATTORNEY, GENERAL P24 
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Atlantic Citv on Sat rdav. March at the Court House, Jer sey City. , ee ar U —o = ¥ motions : aie ‘ a ali I ambert 3-8858, 
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Justice Frederick R. Colie w ill | Justice Newton H. Porter will Court House Sateen | rnm al adn stra pro-| z . 
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